Salat (prayer) is not a unique 
sign of Islam nowadays 

In the name of Allah, Most Gracious, Most Merciful. 

It is without doubt that as a result of living in a mushrik society, just like all 
the other mushrik societies of the past, they all claim belief in Allah. Along 
with this claim they perform some of the ibadaah of the Shari'ah the Rasul 
(saw) had brought. 

A society much distant from the truth of tawhid; which claim to be Muslim 
and perform many of the ibadaah. A society which heavily lacks 
understanding of the core principles of the Islamic Deen and a society who 
associates partners with Allah their entire lives. One of the distresses many 
come across living in a society as such is the stand a Muslim must take 
against the individuals of this society. 

Muhammad bin Abdul-Wahhaab explained how "The Shirk of the 
Contemporaries is more serious than (the shirk of) those who have passed" in his 
work "Kashf ush-Shubuhaat (Removal of the Doubts)”: So when you have 
come to know that that which the Mushriks of our time have called 'Ttiqaad" 
in our times, then it is actually the Shirk about which the Qur'aan was 
revealed, and for which the Messenger of Allaah fought the people [so when 
you have come to know this], then know [also] that the Shirk of the very first 
ones was less serious than the Shirk of the people of our times, on account of 
two matters: 

The first: That the first [Mushriks] did not associate partners, or call upon 
Angels, or the Awliyaa, or idols alongside Allaah except in the times of ease. 
But as for times of hardship, then they would make their supplication purely 
and sincerely for Allaah alone, just as He, the Most High, said, "And when 
harm touches you upon the sea, those that you call upon besides Him vanish 
from you except Him (Allah Alone). But when He brings you safely to land, 
you turn away (from Him). And man is ever ungrateful." (Al-Isra 17:67) 

And also His saying, "Say (O Muhammad): "Tell me if Allah's Torment 
comes upon you, or the Hour comes upon you, would you then call upon any 
one other than Allah? (Reply) if you are truthful!" Nay! To Him Alone you 
call, and, if He will. He would remove that (distress) for which you call upon 
Him, and you forget at that time whatever partners you joined with Him (in 


worship)!" (Al-An'am 6:40-41) 


And He, the Most High, said, "And when some hurt touches man, he cries to 
his Lord (Allah Alone), turning to Him in repentance, but when He bestows a 
favour upon him from Himself, he forgets that for which he cried for before, 
and he sets up rivals to Allah, in order to mislead others from His Path. Say: 
"Take pleasure in your disbelief for a while: surely, you are (one) of the 
dwellers of the Fire!" (Az-Zumar 39:8) 

And also His saying, "And when a wave covers them like shades (i.e. like 
clouds or the mountains of seawater), they invoke Allah, making their 
invocations for Him only. But when He brings them safe to land, there are 
among them those that stop in the middle, between (Belief and disbelief). But 
none denies Our Signs except every perfidious ungrateful." (Luqman 31:32) 

So whoever understands this matter that Allaah has made clear in His Book, 
which is that the Mushriks that Allaah's Messenger fought, used to call upon 
Allaah - the Most High - and they called upon other than Him, in times of 
ease. But as for times of hardship and severity [when in harm or danger], 
then they would not call upon anyone but Allaah alone, without any 
partners, and they would forget their masters, [so whoever understands this] 
then it will become clear to him the difference between the Shirk of the 
people of our times and the Shirk of the very first people. Very few people 
actually understand and appreciate the above. However where is the one 
whose heart actually understands this matter with a deep-rooted 
understanding? And Allaah is the One from whom aid is sought. 

As for the second matter: That the very first [Mushriks] used to call upon 
others alongside Allaah who were people near to Allaah, either Prophets, or 
Awliyaa, or Angels, or they would call upon trees, or stones, which are in 
obedience to Allaah, and not disobedient to Him. 

As for the people of our time, then they call upon others alongside, people 
who are the most sinful of people. And the ones who call upon them, are the 
very ones who narrate about their sinfulness, such as committing zinaa, or 
stealing, or abandoning the prayer and other such matters. 

And the one who believes in the righteous which does not disobey, such as 
wood, or stone, is much lighter than the one who believes in the one whose 
sin and corruption he actually observes, and to which he testifies. 


In same manner 'Abdur-Rahmaan Ibn Hasan Aali-Shaykh stated on his 
sharhu Kitabi Tawhid: The former 'Arab polytheists used to outright deny 
and refuse "Nothing has the right to be worshipped except Allaah" in word 
and in meaning. However, these polytheists of today accept it in word, yet 
deny it in meaning. So you find them easily saying this statement while at the 


same time they worship other than Allaah with some of the various types of 
worship such as love, reverence, fear, hope, reliance, supplication, and other 
types of worship. Rather, their Shirk is even many times greater than the 
former 'Arab's Shirk; for if one of them (today's polytheists) falls into distress 
or hardship, he becomes totally devoted and sincere to other than Allaah by 
his supplication, firmly believing that which they call upon can give them 
faster relief than Allaah. Conversely, the earlier polytheists used to make 
their Shirk during times of ease, and in times of adversity, they would 
sincerely call upon Allaah alone for help as Allaah (swt) says: 

"And when they board a ship, they supplicate to Allaah, sincere to Him in 
religion. But when He delivers them back to land, they immediately associate 
others with Him." [al-A'nkaboot, 29:65] 

This being said, it is clear that the polytheists of current times are more 
ignorant about Allaah and His Tawheed than the former 'Arab polytheists 
and those before them. 


An-Nawawee said, "Know, the concept of enjoining good and forbidding evil 
has been lost with the passing of time and nothing seems to remain in these 
times except slight traces while this is an enormously important concern. By 
it, the entire matter (of religion) is established and maintained. And when 
deviation increases, the punishment will befall both the righteous and the 
wicked." 

When he (An-Nawawee) said, "in these times," he was referring to the fifth 
and sixth generations. If this is the case then, what about the tenth generation 
and afterwards when foreign concepts have become so deeprooted? 

In regards to this matter there are many opinions which wonder around in 
today's world. The most dominant opinion is; unless an open shirk is seen, to 
treat individuals as Muslim when only one sign of Islam such as salah prayer 
is seen. This opinion is defended by the Jihaadi, the Saudi Talafi and all the 
other sects. This issue of salah being enough evidence to regard one as 
Muslim has been manipulated on their agenda by the Jihaadi, the Saudi Talafi 
and all the other sects, just like so many other issues in deen which also have 
been manipulated. 

We cannot judge these people of the society we live in today as Muslims for 
uttering the words of tawhid and for performing salah; which is thought to 
be a sign of Islam in today's world, unless they are kept away from shirk. 
Unless they leave their well known and open shirk beliefs behind the people 
of these societies are kafir and mushrik. 

The alamat (sign) of Islam is only and only the actions and performances 
which belong to the Muslim only. 


Narrated by Anas bin Malik: 

"Allah's Apostle said, "Whoever prays like us and faces our Qibla and eats 
our slaughtered animals is a Muslim and is under Allah's and His Apostle's 
protection. So do not betray Allah by betraying those who are in His 
protection." " (Bukhari VI, book 8, #386) 

Lets ask some questions to the ones who defends the opinion "unless an open 
shirk is seen, to treat individuals as Muslim when only one sign of Islam such 
as salah prayer is seen" in todays' world and then lets try to find the answers: 

Why did'nt RasulAllah (saw) state 'whoever prays../ and instead he stated 
"whoever prays like us..."? In the hadith the word 'salaatena' is used and it 
carries the meaning the prayer attributed to Muslims and it has been given as 
a necessity for an individuals Islam. 

In this hadith why is it that while salah is mentioned ibadaah such as sawm, 
zakah, and hajj are not mentioned? 

Why was it not enough to mention "whoever prays like us..." that the 
necessity of "...facing our Qibla..." was brought? And why was it stated as 
"our Qibla" and not just Qibla? 

Why wasn't the necessities of salah such as taharah and satrul awrah were 
not mentioned but "...facing our Qibla" was mentioned? 

Upon the given two necessities why was the necessity of eating our 
slaughtered animals given? What relationship is there between a Muslim and 
eating our slaughtered animals? 

We find it beneficial to present another narration given in Bukhari in regards 
to the same quotation "whoever prays like us..." 

Narrated by Anas bin Malik: "Allah's Apostle said, "I have been ordered to 
fight the people till they say: 'None has the right to be worshipped but Allah.' 
And if they say so, pray like our prayers, face our Qibla and slaughter as we 
slaughter, then their blood and property will be sacred to us and we will not 
interfere with them except legally and their reckoning will be with Allah."" 

Narrated by Maimun ibn Siyah that he asked Anas bin Malik: "O Abu 
Hamza! What makes the life and property of a person sacred?" He replied, 
"Whoever says, 'None has the right to be worshipped but Allah', faces our 
Qibla during the prayers, prays like us and eats our slaughtered animal, then 
he is a Muslim, and has got the same rights and obligations as other Muslims 
have." (Bukhari, V 1, book 8, # 387) 

As we can see for an individuals Islam it has been given as a necessity for 
him to state La ilaha ilia Allah, and after stating so, it has been stated 


whoever prays like our prayers. 


Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani has made an exquisite assessment in the sharh of this 
hadith: "RasulAllah (saw) has not stated the necessity of stating the second 
part of kalimat'il tawhid which is iman to his risala. He had only contended 
with the kalimat'il tawhid. However it was also implied. It is just like when 
some one states "I read al-hamdu" he will have implied he read the entire 
surat al-fatiha. According to another opinion this part of the hadith was 
admissible to those who rejected tawhid. If a person who rejects tawhid, 
states kalimat'il tawhid he will be like those muwahhiduun of the ahli kitab, 
he will have to have iman in the other things the Rasul (saw) brought. For 
this reason the actions which have been stated have been ascribed to the 
actions of tawhid. After stating "I have been ordered to fight the people till 
they say: 'None has the right to be worshipped but Allah.'" RasulAllah (saw) 
stated "whoever prays like our prayers." This was because salah which is a 
necessity of deen also is a necessity of acceptance of risala. 

The reason RasulAllah (saw) settled for these actions was due to the 
following: "Even though the ones who had accepted tawhid amongst the ahli 
kitab had prayed, had turned to qibla, had slaughtered animals, however 
they did not pray like us, they did not turn to our qibla. As some of them 
slaughtered animals in the name other than Allah others did not eat what we 
had slaughtered. Because of this in another narration it was stated "whoever 
eats what we have slaughtered." In the first era of Islam it was easy to realise 
the way people performed prayer and ate. However in regards to the matters 
which fell under deen the same could not be said. Therefore these matters 
had been given importance to." (Fathu-1 Bari, Fadlun Istiqbal'ul Qibla, Bab: 
28 Hadith No: 391) 

First of all it is important to state that, there is no union nor is there an 
agreement in regards to calling an individual Muslim because he carries a 
sign such as performing salah. This allegation is no other than an empty 
illusion. Out of the four madhabs only the Hanbalee scholars take salah as a 
sign of Islam. 

A Hanbalee scholar Ibn Qudama al-Makdisi had explained the opinion of the 
Hanbalee School when he stated "when an infidel performs salah he could be 
judged as a Muslim. There is no difference if this salah is performed with 
jamaah or on his own nor in darul harb nor in darul Islam. (Al-Mug'ni, 
Faslun Salaatu-1 Kafir, 7114. Fasl 19/488) 

However Ibn Qudama subsequently stated that on the contrary of giving 
hukm of Islam to those who perform salah can not be given hukm of Islam by 
giving zakah, fasting or performing hajj. As an explanation to this he states 
"Certainly salah is an action which is a part of only Islam just like kalimat 
shahada. However actions of ibadaah such as zakah, sawm and hajj will not 
be actions to give hukm of Islam with. The reason for this is because the 


mushriks in the days of Rasul Allah (saw) used to perform hajj. As a matter of 
fact RasulAllah (saw) had forbidden his companions from performing hajj 
with the mushrik. When it comes to zakah it is charity. The muskriks of 
Mecca used to give charity. In the same manner when zakah was taken from 
the Muslim it was made fard. Because of this an individual does not become 
Muslim when he gives zakah. When it comes to sawm; members of all 
religions fast. However, salah is an action of only Islam and it distinguishes 
the actions of the Muslim from the kafir. Along with this within the salah 
turning to qibla, ruku, and sajda must be included. If an the salah of an 
individual is not different from the kafir and consists of only standing in 
qiyam it is not enough evidence of an action for the Islam of that individual. 
This is because the kuffar used to stand in qiyam in their prayer." (Al-Mug'ni, 
Faslun Salaatu-1 Kafir, 7114; Fasl 19/488) 

In reality it is worth reading the evaluation of Ibn Qudama regarding this 
matter over and over again. And while analyzing the hadith he answers all of 
our questions we had given above. The reason for the Hanbalee scholars to 
give hukm of Islam over an individual who performs salah was because salah 
was the differentiating factor between them and the kuffar. Due to this by just 
standing in qiyam was not sufficient to give the hukm to someone with Islam 
just as the actions of hajj, zakah and sawn were not sufficient for one to be 
given hukm of Islam. This is not only the opinion of Ibn Qudama, but the 
Hanbalee scholar has explained this in detail: 

"As stated salah performed with all delegation is an ibadaah particular only 
to Islam. (Sharhu Muntaha-1 Irada, Kitabu-s Salaat, 1/301) 

The protection of blood being related to salah is because salah is an ibadaah 
particular to our shariah. (Kashfu-1 Qina an Matni-1 Ikna', Kitabu-s Salaat; 
2/114) 

This is because salah is particular to Islam only. (Sharhu Gayetu-1 Muntaha, 
Faslun Tawbatu-1 Murtaddeen, 18/399) 

When it comes to zakah and sawm hukm of Islam can not be given to 
individuals. (Sharhu Muntaha-1 Irada, Faslun Tawbatu- 1 Murtaddeen, 
11/325) 

As it is understood the scholars of Hanbalee have the opinion that salah is 
enough evidence for one to be given the hukm of Islam because salah is an 
ibadaah particular only to Islam. In other words because it is an action done 
by Muslims salah is a sign of Islam which distinguishes one from the 
members of other religions. The qiyam is not a sufficient action for the sign, 
just as actions of zakah, hajj and sawm are not sufficient to give hukm of 
being Muslim. These actions are not signs which distinguish between the 
Muslim and the kafir. 

In conclusion the base reason the Hanbalee scholars refer to people who 


perform salah as Muslims is nothing other than salah being particular to 
Muslims only. Indeed they have mentioned this many times and have 
explained so it does not cause any misunderstanding that the action of qiyam 
is not enough during salah. In the same manner because the mushriks would 
fast, give zakah and perform hajj the individuals who perform these actions 
were not given the hukm Islam. The regulation which they brought and the 
fatawa they gave are very clear: Whoever does an action particular only to 
Islam, will be given the hukm of Muslim with the action he has performed. 

Regarding this matter in "al-Mawsuatu'l Kuwaytiyya” where the opinions of 
the four madhabs are collected the following information is given: 

'The Hanafee and the Hanbalee have stated that a kafir would be given the 
hukm of Muslim if the action of salah is performed. Only the Hanbalee did 
not distinguish this salah action whether it was performed solitarily, with 
jamaah, in darul harb or in darul kufr. They have stated whenever he 
performs salah he will be given the hukm of Islam regardless. The Malikee 
and some from the Shaafee stated that with only salah one can't be given the 
hukm of being Muslim. They state this is because salah is a legal issue of 
Islam. Just like performing hajj and fasting a person does not become Muslim 
because he performed salah. This is because Allah's Apostle said, "I have 
been ordered to fight the people till they say: 'none has the right to be 
worshipped but Allah.../" Again some of the Shaafee state he will not be 
given the hukm of Muslim for performing salah in darul Islam because he 
could be performing such action to hide his own religion. (al-Mawsuatu-1 
Kuwaytiyyah Bab: Islam 1/1380) 

The Hanafee scholars just like the Hanbalee scholars agreed that the sign of 
Islam was sufficient evidence for one to be given the hukm of Muslim. 
However they had given the necessity of praying with jamaah and stated an 
individual will not be accepted to be Muslim if he prayed alone. Ibn Nujaym 
stated: "The reality is that a kafir will not be given the hukm of being Muslim 
by performing actions which are also performed by members of other 
religions such as performing salah alone, fasting, performing incomplete hajj, 
or by giving charity. Again in the same manner he will not be considered a 
Muslim with doing things which are particular to Islam only but not a 
fundamental ibadaah such as tayammum. (al-Mawsuatu-1 Kuwaytiyyah 
Bab: Islam 1/1380) 

As evidence to their statement the Hanafee scholars brought a part of the 
hadith "whoever prays our prayer..." to attention and stated that only the 
salah prayed in jamaah is an action particular only to Islam. 

"If a kafir performs salah with jamaah we believe he could be given the hukm 
Islam. This is because salah with jamaah is an action particular only to Islam 
and it contradicts performing salah alone. Performing salah alone is an action 
of other religions also. Thus RasulAllah (saw) stated "pray like our prayers" 
and had brought the condition to face our qibla. With his statement "pray like 


our prayers" he meant prayer with jamaah since it is the prayer particular to 
Islam only. (Hashiyatu Raddu-1 Muhtar, 1/381) 

"What had been meant by "pray like our prayers" was the salah performed 
with jamaah because it is particular to Islam only." (Duraru-1 Hukkam 
Sharhu Guraru-1 Ahkam, 1/220) 

As seen the reason behind the opinion of the Hanafee scholars who give the 
hukm of Muslim to an individual who performs salah with jamaah was as 
such because salah with jamaah is an action particular only to Islam. And 
only for this reason the Hanafee scholars had made such statement that a 
person who performs salah on his own will not be sufficient for him to be 
given the hukm of Islam and they have tied the matter with salah not being 
particular to only Islam while performed individually. 

The opinion of the Malikee madhab is different among itself. In A1 sharhu'l 
Kabeer it is stated that for a person who performs salah "he can not be given 
the hukm of Islam unless he says the two shahada words." (A1 Sharhu-1 
Kabir, 1/326) 

In opposition to this in Hashiyatu-d Dusukee' it is stated that an individual 
who performs salah could be given the hukm of Muslim as well as, he can 
not be given the hukm of Muslim. (Hashiyatu-d Dusukee Ala Sharhi-1 
Kabir, 3/227) 

However in regards to this matter in almost all the books which all four 
madhabs opinions are stated the Malikee opinion is that the person who 
performs salah can not be given the hukm of Islam right away. Thus while in 
Mawsuatu-1 Kuwaytiyya it is stated that "the Malikee opinion states that a 
kafir can not be given the hukm of Muslim just because he performs salah" 

In Qurtubi's Tafsir on the ayah of An-Nisa 94 it is stated that it has been 
perfered to not accept a person who performs salah as Muslim, and that his 
intentions must be researched: "If a kafir is to perform salah or if he is to 
perfom any other action which is a part of Islam our scholars (Malikee 
madhab scholars) have different opinions. 

Ibn al-Arabi states: "According to our opinion a person who does such 
actions is not Muslim. If he is to be asked "what is the intention behind your 
prayer?" and if he is to answer "this action of salah I have performed is an 
action of salah as a Muslim." He will be told "say la ilaha ilia Allah". If he 
does do this this will prove he is telling the truth. However if he does not in 
this case this action of his will prove he has been playing all along. According 
to the opinion of those who accept an individual who performs salah as 
Muslim this individual will now have become a murtad. However the truth 
to the matter is that this is an action of kufr and not irtidat." (Tafsir) 


Originally in many of the Malikee madhab books it is stated that for an 
individuals Islam along with the statement of kalimat tawhid other actions of 
Islam have been brought as an obligation. Even though it may be brought to 
attention that some Malikee scholars do disagree with this it has been 
accepted that this disagreement is dhayif (weak). (Hashiyatu-d Dusukee ala 
Sharhu-1 Kabir, 3/227) 

When it comes to the opinion of the Shaafee madhab, the Shaafee bring the 
following hadith as evidence to their opinion "I have been ordered to fight 
the people till they say: 'None has the right to be worshipped but Allah" and 
they state that a person can not be given the hukm of Islam just because he 
shows one sign of Islam. 

Nawawee states the following regarding this: 

"If a person who is originally a kafir becomes an imam, follows an imam with 
or without the jamaah performs salah will not have become a Muslim. This 
does not change whether he is in darul kufr or darul Islam. This is the 
statement of Imam Shafee in Kitab ul Umda." (Sharhu-1 Muhazzab, 4/252) 

After this Imam Nawawee brings the ihtilaf of some madhab scholars in 
regards to the matter and states the madhab scholars meant that in darul kufr 
a person performing salah may be considered as a sign of Islam but in darul 
Islam it could be a possibility of takiyya therefore it could not be considered a 
sign of Islam. Again he talks in length about the matter of a person 
accounting as Muslim or not when he utters shahada during tashadud in 
salah. In the same manner he talks about some of the Shaafee opinion stating 
"with only salah a kafir can not be given the hukm of Muslim. This is because 
salah is a furuu (part) of Islam. Just like performing hajj or fasting with salah 
a person does not become Muslim. RasulAllah (saw) stated: "I have been 
ordered to fight the people till they say: 'None has the right to be worshipped 
but Allah..." 

Again some of the Shaafee scholars state "if an individual performs salah in 
darul Islam he can not be given the hukm Islam. This is because there is a 
possibility he could be praying to hide his religion." (Al-Mawsuatu-1 
Kuwaytiyyah Bab: Islam 1/1380) 

There is no agreement nor is there a consensus in regards to referring to a 
person who carries the sign of Islam as Muslim. From amongst the madhab 
scholars only the Hanbalee see salah individually as a sign of Islam and have 
stated no matter what a person who performs salah will be considered 
Muslim. However the Hanbalee scholars do state salah to be an action 
particular only to Islam and that the kafir and mushrik do not perform such 
an act and these scholars take this as the bases of their fatawa. 

The Hanafee scholars state salah to be a sign of Islam, however salah 
performed individually is not accounted only the salah performed in jamaah 
is accepted a sign of Islam since salah with jamaah is an action particular only 


to Islam and the person to do this will be given the hukm as a Muslim. This 
action is particular only to the Muslim this is why the Hanafee take it as the 
base of their fatawa. 

When it comes to the Malikee and Shaafee they have both openly state that 
with only performing salah the hukm of Muslim can not be given to an 
individual. 

It must be known that, all mushrik societies have religious actions particular 
to them. The mushrik societies claim they have iman in Allah. They claim 
themselves to have belief in the shariah which came before them. Due to this 
claim they perform some actions of that shariah. A portion of this society 
would state kalimat tawhid just as the ahlu kitab. Some of them perform hajj. 
Some of them would fast. It is even possible to come across some which 
perform all of these actions. 

Today the societies we live in are just like all the other mushrik societies 
which claim to have iman in Allah. As a result of such claim they again claim 
to follow RasulAllah (saw) and perform some Islamic actions. These societies 
we live in and live with, utter la ilahe ilia Allah, call themselves Muslim, 
perform salah and other ibadaah of deen. They do not perform these actions 
because it is a part of Islam. They do it because it is a part of their shirk 
religion. We can never call them Muslim for the actions they perform as a 
part of their religion. 

For an action to be a 'sign of Islam' that action must be particular only to 
Islam and must be performed only by Muslims. Without this condition we 
can not give the hukm of Muslim to anyone because of the actions of his own 
religion. As evidence to what we are claiming we will present the example of 
the ahlu kitab which are the Christians and the Jews who were not given the 
hukm of Muslim even though they do utter la ilahe ilia Allah. 

The Jewish and the Christian who are from the ahlu kitab for the purpose of 
their own religion say 'la ilahe ilia Allah'. However they do not believe in the 
risala of RasulAllah (saw). Because of this the scholars of Islam have openly 
stated that they do not become Muslim by saying la ilahe ilia Allah. It is 
necessary that the ahlu kitab add 'Muhammadun RasulAllah' to la ilahe ilia 
Allah in order for them to be Muslim. The only reason for this is because the 
ahlu kitab already used to utter the kalimat tawhid while they were mushrik. 

In regards to the hadith "I have been ordered to fight the people till they say: 
'None has the right to be worshipped but Allah..." Imam Nawawee in his 
sharh states from Qadi Iyad and Hattabi the following: 

"Qadi Iyad states: The immunity of life and assets is only for those who state 
la ilaha ilia Allah as an expression of acceptance of iman. The ones who are 
meant in this phrase are the idol worshippers and the ones who do not 
recognise Allah as one from amongst the Arab mushriks. These people are 


those who were invited to Islam for the first time and those who were fought 
against for the same reason. When it comes to those who utter the words la 
ilahe ilia Allah this uttering is not enough for their immunity. This is because 
they could be saying this while in still in kufr. To appoint Allah as one is the 
main issue in their belief." (Nawawee, Sahihi Muslim Sharh 2/156) 

Hattabee states: "It is obvious that here it was not the ahlu kitab who were 
mentioned it was the idol worshippers. This is because the ahlu kitab would 
say la ilahe ilia Allah but the sword would not come down from over their 
heads." (Nawawee, Sahihi Muslim Sharh 2/156) 

By Ibn Abbas (RA) the following was reported: "As the prophet of Allah (sas) 
sent Muadh (RA) into Yemen, he said to him: "you will go to a people, 
consisting of Jews and Christians. First thing which you should invite them to 
should be "La ilaha illallah"." 

In another excessive extent it means: "... first to which you should invite them, 
should be "Tawhid". If they do accept it..." (Bukhari, Muslim) 

Ibn Hajar al-Asqalani said explaining this situation: "This is how it is declared 
by al-Qasim: "call them to ibaadah to Allah first. If they know Allahu taala 
with an exact knowledge, then call them to perform salaat (obligatory 
prayer)..." 

Al-Fadl ibn Ala states in another excessive extent "first call them to proclaim 
the oneness of Allah! If they know it, then in addition call them to perform 
salaat..." 

Out of these excessive extents the following is to be taken: To serve Allahu 
taala is to standardize it. The standardization of Allahu taala consists of the 
certification that there is no other who deserves to be prayed to but Allahu 
taala (Tawheed), as well as the acceptance of the Prophethood of Muhammad 
(saw). 

The reason why humans are invited to these first, is, because they represent 
the basis of the religion. If these two are not saheeh then no service becomes 
valid, because the validity of these services depends on the validity of the 
basis of the religion. Therefore; if humans invited to Islam are not 
Muwahhideen (one who proclaims the oneness of Allah), then the acceptance 
of either "La ilaha illallah" or "Muhammadun Rasulullah" is sufficient. 

But if they are Muwahhideen (Muwahdideen here means, people who 
claimed to believe in one God before; e.g. jews and Christians), they must 
accept "La ilaha illallah" and "Muhammadun Rasulullah" at the same time. If 
the people whom are being invited believe in Shirk or are giving Allahu 
Taala created attributes (i.e. human attributes), or saying that Uzayr Allah's 
son, then first of all things they must reject these beliefs. 


The words of the Prophet of Allah (saw): "if they obey what you have 
brought them" means; if they do testify and obey to which you called them 
on to. 

Also Ibn Huzayme's words "if they this accept" in the excessive measure 
carries the same meaning. It was mentioned already before, in Ala statement 
we come across to "if they know this" in the excessive measure from al-Fadl. 

This Hadeeth shows that the Jews and Christian do not know God with an 
exact knowledge, even if they still so often adore and retain this. The scholars 
of the Tawheed say: "attributes that, which compares Allahu taala with 
Allah's own creations, such as ascribing a son to him, did not know Allahu 
taala. Even if they call their worshiped creatures Allahu taala, they the 
worshiped creatures are not Allah." (Fathul Baree volume: 3,418-420, chapter 
Zakah) 

Regarding this topic Sarahsee states: 

"From Hasan al-Basree (ra) the Prophet (saw) stated: "I have been 
commanded to battle with them until they declare 'la ilaha ilia Allah'." When 
they declare these words other than punishments of the shariah they will 
have protected their lives and belongings from me. They will answer to 
Allah. 

The muallif of the book Imam Muhammad states: The Prophet (saw) battled 
with pagans who did not proclaim the oneness of Allah. When one uttered 
the words 'la ilaha ilia Allah', this was accepted from them as an entry to 
Islam. As a result when a person claims he has accepted Tawheed; the 
opposite of pagan belief then at that point it would be accepted that the 
entered Islam. This is because there is no way of knowing his true beliefs. 
Whatever is heard from him as his belief would be accepted. However if he 
states something other than what he had believed in we would accept this as 
proof he changed his beliefs. As a matter of fact pagans did believe in the 
existence of Allah. Allahu taala states: 

"And if thou ask them who created them, they will surely say: Allah. How 
then are they turned away?" (az-Zuhruf 43/87) 

"For when it was said unto them. There is no Allah save Allah, they were 
scornful" (as-Saffat 37/35) 

"Has he made the gods (all) into one Allah? Truly this is a wonderful thing!" 

(Sad 38/5) 

Who ever of them states "La ilaha ilia Allah (There is no other God but 
Allah)." Then he will have stated the opposite of what he had believed in 
before. This will be proof for his imaan. The Prophet said "I have been 
commanded to battle with the pagans (mushreeks) until they declare 'la ilaha 
ilia Allah'." 


The Zoroastrians, who believed there were two Gods would be in the same 
position. If one of them stated "La ilaha ilia Allah" than this would be 
sufficient proof that he has become Islam. But it is not the same for the Jews 
and the Christians. Their statement of "La ilaha ilia Allah" would not be 
considered sufficient proof for them to have accepted Islam. During the time 
of Prophet Muhammad they did not believe he was a prophet. Due to this 
fact they also have to include "Muhammadun Rasulullah". 

It was reported that when the Prophet Muhammad had visited his ill Jewish 
neighbour he had asked him to proclaim "I witness that there is no other God 
but Allah and I (Prophet Muhammad) am His Prophet." The ill Jew looked at 
his father as if he was asking permission to proclaim. His father stated: 
"Answer AbuT Qasim". The ill Jew proclaimed what he was asked to and 
than died. Upon this the Prophet Muhammad stated: "Thanks to Allah who 
has saved one person from the fire of Hell with my help." After all of this he 
turns to his companions and said: "Do the funeral duties of your brother." 

Imam Muhammad stated: "There are Ahlul kitaab living on the soils of Iraq 
who proclaim "la ilaha ilia Allah, Muhammadun Rasulillah"; but believe the 
Prophet Muhammad was the prophet of the Arabs not to the sons of Isra'il 
(Jews). And they use Allah's statement "It is He Who has sent amongst the 
Unlettered a messenger from among themselves, to rehearse to them His 
Signs, to sanctify them, and to instruct them in Scripture and Wisdom, - 
although they had been, before, in manifest error." (Jumuah 62/2) as proof. 

Among them who ever carries this belief still will not be considered to have 
entered Islam. In order for this to happen, for them to enter Islam they have 
to separate from their religion completely. Even if a Jew of a Christian states 
they have entered Islam by saying "I am Muslim" or "I have become 
Muslim" this still will not be accepted. This is because they give the name 
Islam to their false religion. A Muslim is a person who submits himself to the 
Truth (al- Haqq). They state they have submitted to the truth. 

Therefore with their statement we do not have to believe and accept them as 
Muslims unless they leave their old religion and beliefs behind. 

Again if one of them say "I am far from Judaism" but does not proclaim his 
entrance to Islam, his Islam or his so called proclamation will not be accepted. 
He could have left Judaism and entered Christianity. However after stated "I 
have left Judaism" he states "I have entered Islam" then the possibility of his 
conversion to Christianity will be negated. 

Some of the scholars state that if he says he has entered Islam but does not 
state that he has left Judaism he still will be considered to have become Islam. 
Because the statement of entrance to Islam contradicts his old religion 
therefore it would be sufficient proof that he has actually become Islam. 


If a Magian says "I have become Muslim" or "I am Muslim" his entrance to 
Islam will be accepted. Because they don't believe in the qualification of Islam 
and they even use it to curse one another. If one of their children becomes 
crabby they will rebuke the child by saying the word "Muslim" to it. 
Therefore if a Magian proclaims he has become Islam this will be accepted 
and will be treated as a Muslim." (Sharhu'l Seyaar ul Kabeer) 

Allah gives success and guidance... 


